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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's response to the office action filed on July 18, 2008 and the supplemental 
response filed on September 12, 2008 have been entered. The claims pending in this application 
are claims 21-23, 26-28, 30, and 34 wherein claims 21-23 and 30 have been withdrawn due to 
the restriction requirement mailed on November 15, 2007. Rejection and/or objection not 
reiterated from the previous office action are hereby withdrawn in view of applicant's 
amendment filed on July 18, 2008. Since new claim 34 is added and now claim 30 is dependent 
on claim 34, claims 26-28, 30, and 34 will be examined. 

Election/Restrictions 

2. This application contains claims 21-23 drawn to an invention nonelected with traverse in 
the reply filed on December 17, 2007. A complete reply to the final rejection must include 
cancellation of nonelected claims or other appropriate action (37 CFR 1.144) See MPEP 

§ 821.01. 

Oath/Declaration 

3. The oath/declaration filed on September 12, 2008 has been accepted by the office. 

Specification 

4. The abstract of the disclosure filed on July 18, 2008 is objected to because applicant has 
not submitted an abstract with markings to show all the changes relative to the previous version 
of the abstract. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 
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Claim Objections 

5. Claim 26 is objected to because of the following informality: (1) "a specific binding 
element" in line 8 of the preamble should be "the specific binding element"; and (2) "step i) -iv)" 
in step vi) should be "steps i) -iv)". 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§112 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. Claims 26-28, 30, and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

8. Claim 26 is rejected as vague and indefinite because the phrase "a target sequence 
corresponding to a specific binding element" in the preamble does not make sense. Does this 
phrase mean a target sequence which binds to said specific binding element? Please clarify. 

9. Claim 26 is rejected as vague and indefinite in view of the preamble and steps i) and ii). 
Since the preamble only contains a specific binding element while steps i) and ii) contain a first 
binding element and a second binding element, it is unclear what is the relationship among a 
specific binding, a first binding element and a second binding element. Please clarify. 

10. Claim 26 is rejected as vague and indefinite in view of the preamble and steps i) to iv). 
Since the preamble only contains at least two functional elements while steps i) to iv) contain a 
first functional element and a second functional element, it is unclear what is the relationship 
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among at least two functional elements, a first functional element and a second functional 
element. Please clarify. 

1 1 . Claim 26 is rejected as vague and indefinite because phrase "optionally repeating steps i) 
- iv) for further functional elements and binding elements and forming stock solutions thereof 
does not make sense since steps i) - iv) can be repeated using the first and second functional 
elements and the first and second binding elements and cannot be repeated using further 
functional elements and binding elements. Please clarify. 

12. Claim 26 is rejected as vague and indefinite in view of the preamble and step v). Since 
the preamble only contains a target molecule or area while step v) contain a first and second 
target molecules or areas, it is unclear what is the relationship among a target molecule or area 
and a first and second target molecules or areas. Please clarify. 

13. Claim 26 is rejected as vague and indefinite in view of the preamble and steps v) and vi). 
Since the steps v) and vi) of the claim do not require a first and second target molecules or areas 
and only requires self-assembly of the molecular combinations of any one of steps i) -iv) to the 
linker of step v) in the desired configuration by addition of said linker in solution, it is unclear 
why a biomolecular complex comprising at least two functional elements, at least two functional 
elements and at least two target molecules or areas can be formed as recited in the preamble of 
the claim. Please clarify. 

14. Claim 26 is rejected as vague and indefinite in view of step vi) because it is unclear that 
said linker is added to what solution. Please clarify. 
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15. Claim 27 is rejected as vague and indefinite because it is unclear that the linker molecule 
is one of the linker molecules in step (d) or one of at least one first linker molecule and 
optionally a second linker molecule in step (j). Please clarify. 

16. Claim 28 is rejected as vague and indefinite because it is unclear that the binding 
elements are the least two binding element in step (c) and specific binding elements in step (j). 
Please clarify. 

17. Claim 30 is rejected as vague and indefinite because the phrase "a fraction of any of the 
preceding" does not make sense since the word "preceding" is an adjective and is not a noun. 
Please clarify. 

18. Claim 34 is rejected as vague and indefinite because step (g) do not make sense since step 
(e) does not require said first functional element while step (f) does not require said second 
functional element. Please clarify. 

19. Claim 34 is rejected as vague and indefinite in view of step (h) because it is unclear what 
is the relationship among a first target molecule or area in step (a), a second target molecule or 
area in step (b), and at least two target molecules or areas in step (h). Furthermore, it is unclear 
what is the relationship among the first and second functional elements, the least two binding 
element, and the first and second target molecules in steps (a) to (g) and functional elements, a 
specific binding element and target molecule in the phrase "a combination of functional elements 
attached to a specific binding element and target molecule" in step (h). Please clarify. 

20. Claim 34 is rejected as vague and indefinite in view of step (i) because there is no word 
"combination" in steps (e) and (f). Please clarify. 
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21 . Claim 34 is rejected as vague and indefinite in view of step (j) because it is unclear what 
is the relationship among function elements in a library of combinations of functional elements, 
said linkers and said first and second function elements, what is the relationship among the least 
two binding element in step (c) and a specific binding element in step (j), and what is the 
relationship among the linker molecules in step (d), at least one first linker molecule and 
optionally a second linker molecule. Please clarify. 

Conclusion 

22. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

23. No claim is allowed. 

24. Papers related to this application may be submitted to Group 1600 by facsimile 
transmission. Papers should be faxed to Group 1600 via the PTO Fax Center. The faxing of 
such papers must conform with the notices published in the Official Gazette, 1096 OG 30 
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(November 15, 1988), 1156 OG 61 (November 16, 1993), and 1157 OG 94 (December 28, 
1993)(See 37 CAR § 1.6(d)). The CM Fax Center number is (571)273-8300. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Frank Lu, Ph.D., whose telephone number is (571)272-0746. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9 A.M. to 5 P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ram Shukla, can be reached on (571)272-0735. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to (571) 272-0547. 
/Frank WLu/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1634 
December 24, 2008 



